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SPECIAL  NEWSLETTER 


May  27,  1952 


FLASH  RELEASE! 


YOU  CAN  STILL  AFFECT  THE  OUTCOME  OF  THE  IMMIGRATION  DEBATE 

On  May  22nd,  in  a  late  evening  session,  the  Senate  passed  the  McCarran  Iinniigration  Bill  (S.  2550)  by  a  voice  vote,  with 
about  a  dozen  of  the  ninety-six  Senators  present.  The  debate  in  the  Senate  over  the  past  week  has  been  vigorous.  While 
the  votes  to  recommit  the  McCarran  Bill  were  not  as  numerous  as  had  been  hoped,  due  largely  to  absences,  the  issue  was 
effectively  presented  by  Senators  Humphrey,  Lehman,  Douglas,  McMahon,  Benton,  and  others.  Twenty-one  amendments, 
agreed  to  by  Senator  McCarran,  have  been  attached  to  the  bill,  but  by  McCarran’s  admission,  they  do  **not  change  the  policy 
or  the  theme  of  the  bill.” 

All  significant  attempts  to  amend  the  302-page  measure  were  rejected.  These  included  provisions  for  pooling  of  unused 
immigration  quotas,  for  creation  of  a  statutory  Board  of  Immigration  Appeals,  and  for  charging  Asian  immigrants  to  the 
quota  of  their  place  of  birth  or  citizenship  rather  than  to  their  place  of  national  origin.  The  Senate  also  rejected  an 
amendment  charging  off  and  starting  anew  on  quotas  overdrawn  as  the  result  of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act.  This  act 
allowed  immigrants  to  come  in  and  be* charged  against  future  quotas.  As  it  stands  today,  many  countries  had  been  enabled 
to  get  displaced  persons  into  the  United  States  in  such  numbers  that  one-half  of  their  annual  quotas  had  to  be  “mortgaged” 
for  as  long  as  the  next  200  or  300  years. 

The  real  problem  in  this  matter  has  been  that  so  few  Senators  are  familiar  with  the  provisions  of  the  McCarran  Bill  or  with 
the  issues  which  it  raises.  Its  length  and  complexity  make  it  easier  for  most  of  them  to  follow  the  recommendations  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee  than  to  analyze  the  bill  for  themselves. 

This  is  the  first  time  in  nearly  thirty  years  that  our  immigration  laws  have  been  thoroughly  revised.  A  revision  and  re¬ 
codification  such  as  the  McCarran  Bill  provides  might  remain  on  our  statute  books  for  an  equivalent  period.  Our  immigra¬ 
tion  policy  is  not  a  minor  matter,  to  be  voted  on  without  adequate  information  or  study.  It  affects  not  only  deep  humani¬ 
tarian  problems  of  world-wide  scope,  but  our  own  national  self-interest  in  a  vital  way.  There  is  no  more  important  piece 
of  legislation  before  the  Congress  in  this  session. 

A  joint  Senate-House  Conference  will  meet  shortly  to  agree  on  a  compromise  between  the  Walter  and  McCarran  Bills, 
which  will  be  sent  to  the  White  House  if  and  when  it  passes  both  Houses  of  Congress.  The  President  is  being  urged  to 
veto  such  a  measure.  Though  President  Truman  has  been  open  in  his  objections  to  many  features  of  the  Walter  and 
McCarran  Bills,  he  has  refused  to  state  whether  or  not  he  intends  to  veto  the  legislation.  Both  Houses  must  muster  a 
two-thirds  majority  in  order  to  override  a  veto. 

YOUR  LETTERS  ARE  THEREFORE  NEEDED  NOW  EVEN  MORE  URGENTLY  THAN  BEFORE. 

PLEASE  WRITE: 

1.  President  Truman,  urging  him  to  veto  the  Walter-McCarran  Bill. 

2.  Your  Representative,  urging  him  to  uphold  a  Presidential  veto. 

3.  Your  Senators,  urging  them  to  uphold  a  Presidential  veto. 

There  is  an  excellent  chance  that  the  Senate  will  have  sufficient  votes  to  uphold  a  veto.  Although  no  record  vote 
obtained  on  the  final  passage  of  the  McCarran  Bill,  there  were  record  votes  on  a  motion  to  recommit  the  measure  to  i.. 
Judiciary  Committee,  and  on  a  substitute  bill  introduced  by  Senators  Lehman,  Humphrey  and  thirteen  others  designed  to 
liberalize  our  immigration  laws.  These  two  votes,  recorded  below,  give  a  clear  indication  of  the  sentiment  of  each 
Senator  on  this  issue: 


(May  19) 

Benton 
Chavez 
Qements 
Douglas 
Duff 
Ful  bright 
.Gillette 

green 
endrickson 
Hennings 


7R  Vnr 

Hill 

Humphrey 

Hunt 

Ives 

Kefauver 

Kilgore 

Lehman 

McMahon 

Monroney 

Morse 


Neely 
O’ Mahoney 
Pastore 
Saltonstall 
Seaton 
Smith,  N.J. 
Sparknun 
Thye 


To  Recommit  the  McCarran  Bill  ^  ^  . 

Bricker  Eastland  Johnston,  S.C. 

Bridges  Ellender  Kern 


Bricker 

Bridges 

Butler,  Md. 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Capehart 

Carlson 

Case 

Connally 

Cordon 

Dirksen 

Dworshak 


Ellender 

Ferguson 

George 

Hayden 

Hickenlooper 

Hoey 

Holland 

Tenner 

Johnson,  Colo. 
Johnson,  Tex. 


Kern 

Knowland 

Long 

Malone 

Martin 

McCairan 

McClellan 

McFarland 

McKellar 

t^likin . 


Nixon 

O’Connor 

Robertson 

Russell 

Schoeppel 

Smathers 

Smith,  N.C. 

Stennis 

Watkins 

Welker 

Williams 


Pagg  2 
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...7  "Paitfri  For" 
Aiken  Moody 

Flanders  Murray 

Lodge  Tobey 

Magnuson 


7  ’'Paired  Against" 
Brewster  Mundt 

Cain  Taft 

Ecton  Young 

McCarthy 


(May  21) 

Anderson 

Benton 

Chavez 

Douglas 

Duff 

Gillette 

Green  _ 

Hendrickson 

Hennings 


7^  For 
Humphrey 
Hunt 
Ives 
Kilgore 
Lehman 
Lodge 
McMahon 
Moody 
Morse 


?  ’’Paired  For* 


Murray 

Neely 

O’Manoney 

Pastore 

Saltonstall 

Smith,  N.J . 

^arkman 

Tobey 

Underwood 


Kefauver 


ilagnuson 


2  'Tndicated 
Bennett 


8  Absent.  Not  Voting 
Anderson  Langer 

Byrd  Maybank 

Frear  Underwood 

Kerr  Wiley 


For  the  Substitute  Lehman  Bill 


Aiken 

Bennett 

Bricker 

Bridges 

Butler,  Md. 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Byrd 

Capehart 

Case 

Clements 

Connally 

Cordon 

Dworshak 


IQ.Abseat 

Carlson 

Dirksen 

Flanders 

Hill 

Jenner 


Not  Votipy 
Kerr 

Know  land 
Langer 
Seaton 
Wiley 


*il  Against 


Eastlancf 
Ellender 
Ferguson 
Frear_ 
Fulbright 
George 
Hayden 
Hickenlooper 
Hoey 
Holland 

Johnson,  Colo, 
ohnson,  Tex. 
ohnston,  S.C. 


Kern 

Long 

Malone 

Maybank 

McCarran 

McCarthy 

McClellan 

McFarland 

McKellar 

Milikin 

Monroney 

Mundt 

O’Conor 


2  '’Pairfd  Against” 
Martin  Russell 


4  ' ’Indicated  Acamst 
hct< 


Brewster 

Cain 


cton 

Nixon 


Robertson 

Schoeppel 

Smathers 

Smith,  Maine 

Smith,  N.C. 

Stennis 

Taft 

Thye 

Watkins 

Welker 

Williams 

Young 


(‘'Pairs”  and  "indications”  help  to  record  the  attitude  of  a  Senator  but  do  NOT  count  as  votes.) 

Please  write  now  to  your  two  Senators;  commend  them  if  they  voted  against  the  restrictive  immigration  measure;  regret 
their  vote  in  favor  of  McCarran’s  bill  and  ask  them  to  reconsider  their  support  of  a  measure  which  would  do  such  great 
harm  and  which  is  so  much  out  of  keeping  with  our  American  traditions;  or  regret  the  fact  they  were  not  present  to  vote 
on  this  basically  important  matter,  and  ask  them  to  oppose  the  bill  when  it  is  returned  from  the  President. 


As  a  sample  of  the  rapidly  growing  public  interest  and  expression  on  the  immigration  bills,  the  New  York  Times  edi¬ 
torial  for  May  22  is  reprinted  below.  This  is  the  latest  of  a  series  of  Times  editorials  on  immigration.  The  voices  of 
our  press,  radio,  and  public  figures  have  been  predominantly  in  favor  of  a  liberal  immigration  policy  and  in  opposition 
to  the  restrictive  McCarran  and  Walter  Bills. 
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THURSDAY,  MAY  22,  1952. 


SENATOR  M'CARRAN’S  BILL 

If  the  hard-pressed  members  of  the 
United  States  Senate  would  only  take 
time  to  familiarize  themselves  with  the 


details  ’of  Mr.  McCarran’s  massive 
anti-immigration  bill  it  is  difficult  to 
believe  that  they  would  accept  it  in  its 
present  form,  or  even  in  the  slightly 
better  version  that  has  already  swept 
through  the  House.  The  measure  is 
so  complex — revising  and  codifying  our 
entire  body  of  naturalization  and  immi¬ 
gration  law — that  the  little  group  of 
opposition  Senators  (including  Leh¬ 
man,  Humphrey,  Benton,  McMahon  and 
Douglas)  should  be  commended  instead 
of  reviled  for  having  thrown  light  on 
some  of  its  more  vicious  features  which 
might  otherwise  have  escaped  the  at¬ 
tention  of  their  colleagues. 

The  Senate  has  unfortunately  re¬ 
jected  an  attempt  to  recommit  this 
unwise  bill,  and  yesterday  it  refused 
to  substitute  a  more  liberal  measure 
for  it  A  better  bill  would  have  resulted 
from  some  of  the  several  score  amend¬ 
ments  that  have  been  proposed,  but  it 
is  unlikely  that  any  of  the  really  im¬ 
portant  ones  will  now  be  approved. 


Grave  issues,  are  involved.  As  Mr. 
Lehman  has  said,  the  McCarran  bill 
poses  the  question  of  our  basic  national 
philosophy  and  of  our  social  philoso¬ 
phy;  it  poses  questions  of  law,  of 
Justice  and  of  civil  liberty;  it  raises 
problems  of  foreign  policy  and  of  our 
internal  security.  The  McCarran  bill 
c'bntains  provisions  that  are  harsh  to 
the  point  of  ferocity;  it  strengthens  the 
racial  bias  of  our  existing  law  while 
making  a  gesture  in  the  direction  of 
non-discrimination;  it  leaves  far  too 
great  power  in  the  hands  of  adminis¬ 
trative  officials;  and  so  far  from 
strengthening  our  country  against  its 
enemies,  the  net  effect  in  our  judgment 
would  be  seriously  to  we^en  the 
United  States  in  the  cold  war  against 
Communist  subversion  and  aggression. 
The  bill  should  not  be  passed  in  an^ 
thing  like  its  present  form;  and  if 
passed  it  deserves  the  veto  which  it 
.will  probably  receive. 
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CLOSING  SPEECHES  ON  THE  IMMIGRATION  DEBATE  AGAINST  THE  McCARRAN  ACT  -  S.  2550 


Reprinted  with  permission  from  the  Congressional  Record  -  Senate 

May  22,  1952  page  5932 


SEN.  LEHIi'lAN  -  "We  believe  that  Americanism  is  in  the  air  here  -  not  in  the  blood." 


SEN.  HERBERT  H.  LEHMAN 


Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  for 
more  than  a  year  now  I  have  been  work¬ 
ing,  studying,  wilting,  and  speaking  on 
the  subject  of  immigration. 

For  the  past  2  weeks  I  have  spoken 
often  in  the  course  of  the  prol(mged  de¬ 
bate  we  have  had  on  the  subject  of  the 
McCarran  omnibus  immigration  bill. 

I  have  felt  that  no  measure  of  greater 
significance  and  scope  has  been  before 
the  Congress  since  I  have  been  a  Mem¬ 
ber.  I  felt  that  the  passage  of  the  Mc¬ 
Carran  bill  in  substantially  the  form  in 
which  it  has  passed  would  be  a  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  gravest  consequences.  I 
have  felt  that,  should  this  measure  or 
one  roughly  similar  to  it  become  law,  the 
very  meaning  of  America,  as  most  of  us 
know  it,  would  be  radically  affected,  that 
hundred  of  thousands  of  aliens  in  this 
country,  and  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
naturalized  and  even  native-born  citi¬ 
zens,  would  be  seriously  affected. 

1  did  not  contest  and  do  not  now  con¬ 
test  the  fact  that  there  are  some  de¬ 
sirable  and  useful  provisions  in  the  bill. 
I,  too,  would  like  to  see  those  provisions 
enacted.  But  I  feel  more  keenly  now 
than  ever  that  we  cannot  afford  the  price 
of  those  provisions  if  we  must  also  buy 
the  rest  of  the  McCarran  bill,  with  all  its 
Incipient  dangers  to  our  ideals  of  Justice 
and  equity,  with  all  its  built-in  preju¬ 
dices  and  suspicion  of  foreigners,  with 
all  its  revalidation  of  the  discredited 
theory  of  racial  origins. 

I  do  not  think  we  can  afford  to  pay 
such  a  pride;  I  do  not  think  we  can  afford 
to  see  enacted  into  law  so  many  mis¬ 
chievous  and  trouble-making  provisions 
Just  in  order  to  get  partial  lifting  of  cer¬ 
tain  racial  restrictions,  however  desir¬ 
able  that  may  be. 

We  must  bear  in  mind  that  the  MeCar- 
ran  bill,  as  passed,  refiects  a  basic  dis¬ 
crimination  against  peoples  from  eastern 
and  southern  Europe;  It  reflects  a  basic 
discrimination  against  Negroes.  It  has 
the  potentialities  of  sliming  the  door 
shut  upon  all  but  a  truflde  of  immigra¬ 
tion  into  this  country/'  It  makes  easy  the 
deportation  of  thousands  of  people  who 
should  not  be  deported.  It  makes  de- 
naturalization  an  everyday  possibility  for 
naturalized  citizens.  It  creates  a  great 
class  of  second-class  citir.enr,  in  qur  coun¬ 
try. 

I  am  proud  of  the  part  I  have  been  able 
to  play  in  helping  lead  the  fight  against 
this  measure,  in  bringing  the  iimipient 
evils  in  the  bill  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  and  of  the  public.  I  hope  that 
we  have  made  a  record  which  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  §tudy  in  arriving  at  his  decision 
on  whether  to  sign  or  veto  this  iniquitous 
measure. 


The  debate  has  brought  out  a  oasic  dif¬ 
ference  of  philosophy  between  those  who 
support  and  those  who  have  opposed 
the  McCarran  bill.  Those  of  us  who 
have  opposed  the  bill  believe  in  America, 
in  what  it  has  been  and  in  what  it  wlli 
be.  We  belieye  tb&t  America  has  become 
great  under  the  leavening  influence  of 
the  broad  streams  of  freedom-loving  and 
freedom-seeking  immigrants  who  have 
come  from  many  lands.  We  have  no 
fear  of  and  no  prejudices  against  the 
foreigner  as  such.  We  believe  that 
Amercanism  Is  in  the  air  here — not  in 
the  blood. 

I  shall  not  delay  the  Senate  more.  I 
still  trust  and  hope  that  this  measure 
will  not  become  law,  I  can  speak  for 
myself,  and  I  think  for  my  associates  in 
this  fight.  In  pledging  to  continue  our 
efforts  to  liberalize  and  humanize  our 
present  immigration  laws  as  refiected  in 
the  Humphrey-Lehman  bill,  S.2842.  We 
shall  never  give  up  our  fight  against  such 
proposals  as  the  McCarran  bill,  with  its 
overtones  or  prejudice  and  discrimina¬ 
tion. 


SEN.  HUBERT  H.  HUMPHREY 

Mr.  HUMPHREY. .  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  associate  myself  with  the  re¬ 
marks  of  my  colleague  [Mr.  Lehman] 
with  regard  to  the  struggle  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  Immigration  bill.  I  want 
the  Record  to  be  perfectly  clear.  On 
several  occasions  the  majority  leader  has 
pointed  out  that  a  good  deal  of  time  has 
been  spent  on  the  bill;  but  the  time  has 
been  well  spent,  and  it  will  have  been 
well  spent  for  the  future  welfare  of  our 
country.  I  have  that  feeling  as  we  come 
to  the  conclusion  of  the  consideration 
of  the  bill,  after  two  initial  votes,  the 
vote  on  recommittal  and  the  vote  on  the 
substitute.  Our  task  as  opponents  of  the 
McCarran  bill  was  precisely  to  point  up 
the  Record  with  a  series  of  amendments. 
It  was  for  that  reason  that  we  brought 
up  the  amendments.  We  resorted  only 
to  voice  votes.  It  was  obvious  that  we 
did  not  have  a  majority  of  votes,  in 
terms  of '  adopting  the  amendments. 
However,  it  is  equally  obvious  that  there 
was  considerable  support  for  the  amend¬ 
ments,  for  the  substitute  measure,  and 
for  recommittal. 

I  believe  that  the  bill  should  not^be- 
come  law.  I  shall  do  everything  within 
my  power  to  persuade  the  people  to  ap¬ 
peal  to  the  President  to  veto  the  bill. 
I  think  it  should  be  vetoed,  in  terms  of 
our  national  interest  and  national  se¬ 
curity.  and  in  terms  of  the  status  and 
resp<^  of  the  American  people  in  the 
eyes  of  the  world. 

I  have  never  worked  with  a  more 
wonderful  group  of  colleagues  than  those 
who  have  been  associated  with  me  in 
this  fight.  We  have  had  as  our  associ¬ 
ates  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Lehman!,  who  has 
poured  out  his  heart,  his  brilliance,  and 
his  ever  persevering  energy  in  support  of 


the  substitute  measure  and  of  the  many 
amendments. 

I  wish  to  pay  tribute  to  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton!  and  his 
his  senior  colleague  [Mr.  McMahon!  for 
the  w'ork  they  have  done. 

I  pay  tribute  also  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  PastoreI,  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Kilgore!, 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas!, 
the  senior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
[Mr.  Green!,  the  Senator  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  Moody!,  the  Senator  from 
Montana  [Mr.  Murray!,  and  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Kefauver!,  who 
returned  from  a  speaking  tour  to  partici¬ 
pate  with  us  in  this  struggle  over  the 
immigration  bill. 

Last,  but  not  l^ast,  I  pay  tribute  to 
the  distinguished  ^nator  from  Ore3on 
[Mr.  Morse],  who  made  a  brilliant  argu¬ 
ment  this  afternoon,  which  went  unan¬ 
swered.  as  to  the  relations  of  the  bill  to 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act. 

Of  course,  I  pay  tribute  also  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez!,  who 
has  shown  great  interest  in  the  fight. 

Let  me  say  with  equal  candor  that  I 
was  deeply  disturbed  by  the  fact  that 
during  the  debate  on  an  issue  which  af¬ 
fects  the  lives  of  millions  of  people,  and 
may  well  affect  the  future  welfare  and 
policy  of  the  country,  there  was  such  a 
small  attendance  of  Senators.  That  is 
not  the  fault  of  the  majority  leader. 
The  consideration  of  the  bill  could  have 
been  completed  much  sooner  if  Senators 
had  been  present  in  the  Chamber  to  do 
the  job  of  legislating.  Howeve];.  we 
wanted  to  make  the  argument  which  we 
did.  As  the  editorials  in  leading  news¬ 
papers  of  America  bear  witness,  as  the 
radto  commentators  during  the  past 
week  have  borne  witness,  as  thousands 
of  letters  which  have  poured  into  the 
offices  of  Senators  and  Representatives 
bear  witness,  1  am  proud  to  say  that  as 
the  debate  progressed  leading  members 
of  the  great  churches  of  America — Cath¬ 
olic,  Protestant,  and  Jewish — as  well  as 
leading  members  of  fraternal  organiza¬ 
tions  and  nationality  groups.  Joined  with 
the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  I^- 
man!  and  his  colleagues,  including  my¬ 
self.  in  opposition  to  the  bill. 

I  hope  and  pray  that  the  President  of 
the  ''  Mted  States,  when  this  measure 
come  >  back  from  conference  and  reaches 
his  desk,  will  lj.cten  to  the  words  of  those 
who-  have  r'  aded  with  sincerity  and 
great  feel'ng  that  this  immigration  bill 
be  vetoe  i.  I  hope  it  will  be  vetoed.  I 
think  we  shall  have  a  sufficient  number 
of  votes  in  this  body  to  sustain  a  veto. 
1,  think  that  feeling  is  Justified  by  the 
first  two  votes  which  were  taken,  on  the 
subcommittee  measure  and  on  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  recommittal.  We  shall  have  the 
votes  tb  save  America  from  entering  up¬ 
on  a  path  of  legislative  policy  Which 
could  cause  us  great  tragedy  in  the  days 
to  come. 


